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et al.: Book Reviews

Book Reviews

The Poverty Debate: Politics and the Poor in America by C. Emory Burton.
Westport, CT: Praeger, 1992. 200 pages. $16.95 paper.
Geoffrey Grant
South Dakota State University

This monograph reviews perspectives and issues on poverty. In the
introduction the author states that, "...economic life in the United States

should be less unequal than it is today...." He clearly identifies his own
orientation as a "liberal" approach. However rather than polemic he gives
consideration to "conservative" views on poverty and recommends also
reading the works of these writers. Burton achieves a sense of balance and
reason in the discussions.

The book has three major sections. Section one, chapters 1-4,
discussesthe extent and nature of poverty in the United States including the
culture of poverty,underclass,and the homeless. Section two,chapters 5-7,
reviews the nature of the welfare tystem. The final section, chapters 8-10,
considers ways to reduce poverty. The politics of poverty and the
consequence of various causal theories are discussed. Tlie book ends by
proposing a structural theory of poverty emphasizing the urgency of reform
for the betterment of the whole society.
Chapter one investigatesthe measurement and extent of poverty,
defined as, "...a situation in which a person or familyis not able to maintain
an adequate level of living by the standards of their society." The poverty
line set by the government is discussed. While the line has a number of

inadequacies, discussed in detail, it is an indicator of gross trends in poverty
over time. The extent of poverty in the United States is something which
is debated by conservatives and liberals, the conservatives tending to
minimize the problem and liberals pointing to its continuing seriousness for
both those involved and for the society as a whole. Much of this literature,
especially on the liberal side, is reviewed.

Chapter two reviews the culture of poverty theories originally
developed by Oscar Lewis but now widely used by conservatives to explain
the tenacious character of poverty and the existence of a permanent
underclass. These explanations often point to failure of familystructure and
socialization into poverty. The root of the problem for these writers lies in
the social values held by the poor.
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Burton counters this perspective by assembling a substantial
literature which, using empirical research and data, shows that the value
systems of the poor do not differ significantlyfrom the nonpoor, and that
many of the nonmiddle-class behaviors of the poor are direct consequences
of poverty or adaptations to it.
The underclass is the subject of debate in chapter three. Here the
"underclass" is seen as a subset of poor who live out their lives unable or
unwilling (dependingon political perspective) to escapepoverty. Theauthor
discusses the social problems of an underclass, such as inadequate medical
care, inadequate education, dangerous neighborhoods, crime, and lack of
economic opportunity, focusing on the structural conditions surrounding
poverty. There are sections on the physical and social isolation experienced
by the underclass, and the racial component of underclass life.
Chapter four focuses on the homeless. They were first discovered
in social research in the 1980s.

The conservative view often denies the

existence of large numbers of homeless people and points to the personal
characteristics of the individuals as causing the problem. Here such personal
pathologies as mental illness, alcoholism, drug addiction or personal choice
to be homeless are seen as causal. Burton reviews the characteristics of the

homeless and points out that middle-aged men, the traditional skid row
population, are a decreasingproportion of all the homeless, while families
with small children are the fastest growing segment. He points to studies
showing that loss of income from structural shifts in the economy push
economically stressed families out of housing. The differential economic
conditions of men and women are reviewed to show that women, especially

young single mothers, have difficulty maintaining a home. Substantial
research is reviewed, showing a rise in homelessness to be the result of
structural forces in society rather than personal social deviance or choice.
Chapter five deals with welfare. Burton reviews the 1960s' war on
poverty programs and then discusses differing perspectives on public
programs that give cash and noncash income to those unable to provide for
themselves. He summarizes the most frequently heard attacks: welfare itself
causingpoverty (first sociologically debated by WilliamGraham Sumner and
Lester Ward); welfare recipients receiving middle-class incomes; welfare
encouraging mothers receiving Aid to Families with Dependent Children
(AFDC) to have more children;and the expenseof welfarecripplingthe rest
of the economy. The author criticizes these arguments by analyzing the
social characteristics of recipients, the U.S. support of welfare compared to
other industrialized nations, and the positive benefits of welfare programs.
Welfare dependency is addressed in chapter six. The conservative
position is that welfare creates dependency by killing incentive to work.
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Numerous authors are cited on this point. But this work has been contested
by an even more sizable literature showing that welfare does not lead to

dependency for most recipients. Burton concludes the chapter by stating
that while some dependency may well occur, the weight of the evidence is

that dependency happens only rarely, and is not the problem identified by
conservative writers.

Chapter seven focuses on "workfare," the requirement that those
who are physically able must work in order to receivebenefits. The chapter
is divided into a review of literature which makes a case for workfare, a
history of attempts at workfare, and basic questions about coercive work

programs. Burton makes the point that these programs are more likely to
impact women than men, so that child welfare concerns such as nutrition,
safety, and health of children are ignored as their mothers are forced into
the work force without adequate child care provisions. Workfare is seen as

providing a pool of low cost labor to the marketplace and benefiting
employers more than the poor.

Chapter eight begins the last section of the book by reviewing a
number of possible solutions to the problem of poverty. Burton points to
the conflict betweenconstitutionallyguaranteed rights to basicnecessitiesof

life and American unwillingness to spend public money on seemingly
hopelesssocialproblems. Guaranteed annual incomeand a negativeincome
tax are reviewed. Studies of experiments in Seattle and Denver with
guaranteed income seem to have shown inconclusiveresults. Once again the

debate is between conservative writers who feel these programs were
disasters and liberalwriters who minimize the negative and emphasize the
positive aspects of such programs. Benefits listed include administrative

costs 50 percent below welfareadministrative costs, no rise in fertility, and
no declinein marital stabiliy. The plight of the workingpoor is considered
in a discussion of minimum wage laws. Again conservative and liberal
literature differs on the way minimum wage is seen. Burton points out that,

"...full-time workers at minimum wage have gross earnings equal to 55
percent of a four person poverty level." (p.117). Jobs are reviewed as a
possible solution to poverty. A sizable literature is cited to indicate that

increased demand for workers doesreduce poverty. Thispointunderscores
the argument that poverty is structural and that much poverty is the
consequence of a changing economy, not personalpathologies. Government
sponsored job programs such as the Works Progress Administration (WPA)
are reviewed and the consequences of this program is shown.
Finally this chapter reviewsprograms which include all citizens, not

just the poor. These "universal" programs, modeled after those employed
in many Western European countries, takethestigma away from being poor
92
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and could largely replace AFDC. The chapter concludes by suggesting
poverty may be greatly reduced by increasing minimum wage, expanding
Earned Income Tkx Credit (EITC), introducing job creation subsidies for
business and localgovernments, usingsubsicty programsfor health insurance,
and reducing taxes on low income families and households.
Chapter nine discusses the political implicationsof taking action to
end poverty. Individual defects are stillwidely seen as reasons for poverty
among the American public, but this view is not universally supported. A
number of public opinion polls are cited to make the point that an
increasing percentage of the American population see poverty as having
structural causes. Tlie role of government in attacking poverty is reviewed.
An interesting point is made about the importance of the linkage between
the public sector and private sector of the economy in attacking poverty. A

discussion of financing poverty solutions, especially taxes, concludes the
chapter.

The finalchapter proposes a theory for reform. Surprisingly Burton
develops a theory to explain and eliminate poverty based on structuralfunctionaltheory, often associatedwith conservaliveperspectivesbecauseof
its focus on equilibrium. Burton points out that structural variablesmaybe
seen as the cause of much poverty. Poverty itself is seen as reducing the
choices available to individuals, as well as being a product of the existing
socialand economicsystem. A structuralist approach focusesattention away
from blamingthe victims of poverty and focusing clearlyon the socialforces
impacting life.

The second point from a structuralist perspective benefits (or harm)
to some within the system may have the same effects on the whole tystem.
Burton draws upon Merton's discussion of functionalism to suggest that
povertyis dysfunctional, not only for the poor themselves, but for the entire
society. He makes the case that it is in society's interest to reduce greatly

or end poverty. Burton citesthe coststo society of the recession of the early
1980s, the costs of urban slums, and the potential cost of neglect as a social
poli(ty. He also points to the costs to society of lost talent among the
millions of poor (about 33.6 million in 1990) who will never realize their
potentials.
The book has several strengths. It contains a thorough review of

the literature on poverty. The first two sections carefully juxtapose
conservative and liberal views. The bias of the author is clearly stated and

shown, but he attempts to give conservative views a hearing and in several
placespoints to middle ground. There are fewpositionstaken whichare not
carefully supported by the literature on poverty. The scholarship is first

rate. Tie end of thebook contains two appendixes, the first is a four page
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discussion of the 1990 poverty data from the U.S. Census; the second is a

list of the percentage living in poverty in each state. The 17 page
bibliography is up-to-date and fairly comprehensive. These academic
referencesallows the readers to pursue materials on povertyin depth should
they wish to do so.

The last three chapters are the strongest in the book. Theyprovide
a clear call for concerted public and private sector efforts to reduce poverty
by reviewing a number of past programs. The chapter on political
implications calls for an activist federalgovernment to end poverty. The last
chapteris quite short, onlyten pages, but makes a clearstatement explaining
the existence of poverty from a structural-functionalist perspective. This
perspective may avoid some of the most heated debate between
conservatives and liberals by not focusing directly on conflict over scarce
resources. While not exactly a statement of compromise between two
ideologies, it both explains the existence of poverty and suggests some
solutions without attacking any specific political interest.
A few shortcomings can be mentioned. The writing and discussions
in chapter 2-7 is a bit stilted and becomes a little tedious, giving the reader

a sense that the material is a list of points culled from the supporting
literature rather than a discussion in its own right. (Theproblem may be a
consequence of the need to keep these discussions brief.) As a consequence
few of the arguments, either conservative or liberal, are dealt with in any
depth. At times I wished that Burtonwould expand some of thesepoints
in more detail, but perhaps this isn't a serious fault since it has generated
interest and leaves the reader wishing for more discussion.
A second criticism may be the author's clear advocacy for some
positions and against others. TTiere is little academic value-neutrality here.
After finishing the first sevenchapters, I got the feeling that the conservative
position was not really being taken seriously, and was used as a "strawman"
against which to mount a liberal attack. While I sharethe author'spolitical
bias, some of the attacks seemed to be gratuitous. Part of the problem here
may be that both the conservative and liberal positions are sketched in very
broad strokeswithout the detailone might expect from a longerbook. The
sketchy outlines of the conservative position begin to look like a cartoon.
The final criticism is a relatively minor one. The subtitle of the

book is "Politics and the Poor in America." While chapter nine attempts
specifically to address political concerns, it doesso only in the most general
terms. The book as a whole has little to do with the political realities
surrounding poverty. For example, the "peace dividend" is discussed (p.l46147) in terms of the millions of dollars freed from the federal defense

budget with no discussion of the loss of two to three million, mostly middle94
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class, jobs in the defense industries. These dislocations have everypossibility
of adding new middle-class families to the poverty roles, at least in the short
run. WWle espousing a structuralist theory, the author sometimes misses
some obvious structural implications. This volume is not the best source on
the politics of poverty.
The benefits of this book largely outweigh its shortcomings. The
discussions are direct, to the point, and clearfywritten. The scholarship is

thorough. References are current. The last chapter attempts, in a most
unpretentious way, to develop a general theory of poverty.
The book should be very useful to anyone who wishes a quick
review of poverty literature, or an introduction to the field of poverty. It
would also be useful to anyone who wanted a primer of points to prepare
a presentation or debate on poverty issues, mainly from the liberal
perspective. It would be very useful as a supplementary text in a class on
social stratification. It would also be of interest to classes in the area of

social work and perhaps urban studies. The writing is, for the most part,
quite readable, and should pose little problem for undergraduates. The
discussions are short enough that assigning this readingwould not be overly
burdensome to students. Given its extensive bibliography the book would
be useful at the graduate level as well.
I would like to leave the reader with a generally positive view of C.

Emory Burton, The Poverty Debate. The author has crammed a great deal
of useful information into 160 pages of discussion and 43 pages of appendix,
bibliography and index.
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Beyond Individualism by Jack Crittenden. New York: Oxford University
Press, 1992. 240 pages. $38.00.
Stewart E. Kelly
Minot State University

Beyond Individualism is a work which addresses the concept of the
self found in contemporary politicalliberalismand communitarianism, finds
both perspectives lacking, and offers a view of the selfdesigned to overcome
the problems particular to eachview. Crittenden,a politicalscientist, covers

ground familiar to philosophers (Rawls, Sandel, Maclntyre), psychologists
(Piaget), and educators (Kohlberg, GiUigan, Periy), and has written an
original and stimulating interdisciplinary work.
Of the six chapters, the first explicates the communitarian claim,

advanced by Taylor, Maclntyre, and Sandel, that the selfof contemporary
liberalism "fragments and destroys deep, meaningful relationships by
conceiving of men as socially independent atoms without obligations to
society or to others, except if such obligations suit them" (p. 13). The
chapter goes on to present the communitarian view of the self, which the

author presents as"asocially constituted self thatis seen in and defined by
the ends and values of the community inwhich the self issituated" (p. 36).
The following chapter presents the author's view of what he terms

"compound individuality."

Compound individuality incorporates the

communitarian claim that the self is socially situated, the liberal belief that

the self is more than the sum total of its social embeddedness (stressing
autonomy), and insights from developmental psychology. These insights,
offered byPiaget, Kohlberg, Kegan, andothers, point to the human needfor
both autonomy (the germ of truth in liberalism) and meaningful
relationships and connectedness (the communitarian contribution).
Chapters three through five discuss the relation of autonomy to
compound individuality and what form of political participation might best
facilitate compound individuality, concluding with a discussion of what
genuine community is. This notion of community is then related to the

ideas of political participation and the self elucidated in earlier chapters.
The final chapterseeks to weave the various strands of thought into
a workable and coherent whole. The author reviews what the liberal and

communitarian can learn from each other, addresses the challenge of
relativism, and concludes by noting that "one can be constituted by
relationships without losing autonomy. By acting autonomously the person
remains an individual; by acting in constitutive relationships the person
becomes a compound" (pp. 180-181).
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Crittenden*s work is an important contribution on a topic of "self,"
which has no clearfy defined disciplinary home. On the whole, the book is
forcefully argued, reasonabty well written, and accessible to readers lacking
knowledge in the many relevant disciplines.
Of the various concerns that one might have, two seem worth

noting. Crittenden would have done well to include Will Kymlicka's
Contemporary Political Philosophy in his discussion of the autonomous (or
"unencumbered") self of liberalism. Kymlicka argues that "what is central
to the liberal view is not that we can perceive a self prior to its ends, but
that we understand ourselves to be prior to our ends in the sense that no
end or goal is exempt from possible re-examination" (p. 212). If Kymlicka
is correct (as this reader believes he is), then Crittenden's sharp distinction
between liberal and communitarian conceptions of the self is overdrawn.
The debate would then focus on whether the goals and ends that constitute
us are subject to reevaluation. Maclntyre, for example, thinks not, while
Rawls and other liberals would disagree.
A second concern involves Crittenden's discussion of relativism,

which he defines as "the philosophical position in which the value and belief
systems,what I have been calling worhiview (author's emphasis), of persons
and cultures are relative to their historical and existentialcircumstances" (p.
163). He espouses such a view, yet he also advocates the virtues of
"toleration" and "openness." It is not clear how one can have it both ways.
If "toleration" is a fundamentally good thing (good for all people, all times,
etc.), then its goodness is not a function of culture, time, or place, and
Crittenden's defense of relativism is undermined. And if "toleration is good"
means only that culture X or culture Y approves of it, then such a claim has
no basis for transcultural application. One can, for example, easily imagine
an intolerant culture (Nazi Germany, South AMca, and the American south
come to mind). It is not clear whether Crittenden is cognizant of this
dilemma, and he certainly offers nothing to either solve or dissolve it.
Despite the above concerns, Crittenden's book could be an
appropriate choice for an upper level undergraduate course in political
science, sociology, or philosophy, and the book is certainly a welcome
addition to an important area of study.
References

Kymlicka, Will. 1990. Contemporary Political Philosophy. New York: Oxford.
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Rural Communities: Legacy and Change by Cornelia Butler Flora, Jan L.
Flora, Jacqueline D. Spears, and Louis E. Swanson. Boulder: Westview
Press, 1992. 334 pages. $58.00 cloth; $18.95 paper.
Thomas C. Langham
Our Lady of the Lake University

Rural Americaconfronts many problems today. This book is part
of an ambitious scholarly effort to understand and address these problems.
Cornelia Butler Flora, a leading rural sociologist, and her colleagues wrote
Rural Communities to accompany a television series of thirteen one-hour
programs produced by the Annenberg Foundation and Corporation for

Public Broadcasting. The authors focus on the rural community, using an
eclectic conflict theoretical approach. This variety of community, they
explain, is a place where people live, work, and play in a farm and smaU

town setting, and where corresponding problems are created and might be
resolved. In discussing the rural community. Flora, et al. explore the
differences among communities, demonstrate the impact of local, national,
and global economic arrangements, and examine human and material

community resources. Theyconclude with a discussion of possible strategies
for change.

While the bookprovides much neededinsight into the problems of
late twentieth century rural America, it might have made an even more

significant contribution had it better used already accumulated theory to
guide its inquiry. For example, the authors' meaning of the terms "rural"

and "community" is a key theoretical point because these concepts shape
their interpretation of the problems confronting rural America. What
constitutes "rural" has long been debatedamong sociologists. Where does
rural end and urban begin? The authors handle the problem of definition

ina disappointingly conventional fashion. They define rural asa county with
nocommunity ofgreater than50,000 persons, combining official government
definitions borrowed from the Census Bureau and the Department of
Agriculture. Further, they definecommunity as a placeor locationin which
people interact. While these definitions are clear, they foster, serious

misconceptions from a theoretical standpoint. Conflict theorists argue for

the abandonment of the concepts of rural and urban (see Gilbert, 1982).
These sociologists alternatively suggest that maximization of profit
determines whether an area remains "spatially-open" or becomes "spatiallyclosed." This book would have greatly benefited from these insights in
discussing why "rural" areas exist, why they give rise to certain kinds of
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communities, and why those communities have the problems that they
confront.

Examining issues involving social stratification, who has what and
why, is a basic part of any conflict theoretical interpretation. Flora, et al.,
rely almost wholly on the classic models of Marx and Weber, opting for a
largely undelineated combination that is more Weberian than Marxian.
They give no hint as to why they combine the disparate ideas of these two
scholars. With the exception of briefly referring to Erik Olin Wright, they
also fail to incorporate the work of any of major present-day stratification
theorist (e.g., C.Wright Mills, G.William Domhoff, Albert Szymanski, Nicos
Poulantzas, Ralph Miliband, and Claus Oflfe). Nor is there any mention of
the criticalty acclaimed work of Patrick Mooney's, My Own Boss? (1988),
whichfocuses specifically on stratificationin agriculturalwork.
Beyond these problems, the authors make a major blunder when

they choose not to discuss the capitalist class. They comment that "capitalist
firms are important in many rural areas.... [But the] owners or principal
investors in these firms typically livein metropolitan areas. Consequently,
this class is quite small numerically and not treated in this discussion" (p.
87). Had they heeded what conflict theorists say about spatiality. They
might not have made this basic error. As the most important class in
explaining the problems of spatialty-open areas, the capitalist class should
have been given attention. The failure of Flora, et al., to tap fully into
conflict theoretical insight is also reflected in the strategies for change that
they offer. Keeping their focus on the community, they assert that "whenwe
look at community development, we focus on what local people do to
improve the overall quality of life of the community" (p. 299). Hiey
accordingly propose three not very interesting community-based models for
development that encourageindividuals to work within their communities
to make better lives for themselves. Each of these models accept the

political-economic status quo, suggesting that communities and individuals
adapt to the realitiesin which they live. If the problems of farm and small
town America are structural, as many conflict theorists argue, then only

more profound structural change will bring relief. Not only are these
communitiesspatiallylinked to capitalist centers, they are economically and
politically linked, as the authors show in their book. What theymight better
have argued is that people in spatially-open areas seek reforms—what
Gramsci calls "nonreformist reforms"- that fundamentally change the

American capitalistpolitical-economy in a way that halts the two hundred
year human and material resource drain out of their communities.
Although this book is theoretically flawed, it still is quite worth
readingfor its descriptive insights. It represents a first attempt to produce
99
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a conflict theoretical work that could be usedas a rural sociology text. For
this attempt Flora, et al., deserves to be lauded. Their book is considerably
better than the only other one that at present passes as a rural sociology
text, Rogers et al.,Social Change.in Rural Societies (1988). While the book
should be approached with some caution, teachers can use it as a

springboard to introduce a fuller understanding of conflict theory and for
what it has to say about spatially-open areas. Also making this book a good
choice for teachersis its excellently crafted companion television series that
is available on videotapes through Public Broadcasting Service Adult
Learning Services. While Flora, et al., suggest thatRural Communities might
be used as a text for an introductory course or for courses relating to
communitiesor social problems, it willprovide its most valuable service as
a text for an upper division rural sociology course.
References

Gilbert, Jess. 1982. "Rural Theory; The Grounding of Rural Sociology."
Rural Sociology 47: 609-633

Gramsci, Antonio. 1971. Selections from the Prison Notebooks. New
Yorkilntemational Publishers.

Mooney's, Patrick. 1988. My Own Boss? Class, Rationality, and the Family
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Next ofKin: An International Reader on Changing Families edited by Lome

Teppennan and Susannah J. Wilson. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall,
1993. 452 pages. NPL.

Patricia Ann Wasefy Lomire
Minot State University

Lome Tfeppennan and Susannah J. Wilson have recentfy edited a
most valuable collection of international articles focusing on the changing
nature of the family as a global social institution. Next of Kin reviews
contemporary issues such as marriage and famify formation, reproduction
and childbearing, parenting and childcare, working families, family crisis and
conflict, divorce and marital disruption, aging, family public issues, and the
future of family life. Although most of the mainstream family textbooks
cover these topics, rarefy do authors assume a critical distance from the
American family and compare our family structures and issues crossculturally. Ibpperman and Wilson have assumed the task of collecting
articles on family life in North and South America, the Persian Gulf, the Far
East, as well as the former Soviet Union and its satellites, and they succeed
in identifying "common elements in a world-wide pattern of family changes"
(p. 6).
The introduction, "Who are Your Next of Kin? An Overview of

Trends," will capture the attention of both the students who are new to the
family literature and those who have acquired a basic understanding of
family issues from previous courses. This chapter introduces the student to
a variefy of ideas that are re&eshingly new to the literature. For sample,
the introduction briefly highlights the socio-historical roots of family change
by discussing the way in which industrialization, individualization, cultural
creativity, conservatism, and modernization have influenced the evolution of
family theory over time. Tepperman and Wilson also discuss the way in
which ethnocentrism and sexism have circumscribed the interpretation of
family research findings, and they review the emergence of four
contemporary types of families: corporate, collected, concatenated, and
cyclical or reconstituted.
The 60 articles contained within the 452 pages will satisfy readers
who assume both a general and a specific viewpoint on family change. For
example, several articles present an overview of issues related to family law,
single women, social networks, aging, fertility, divorce rates and family
violence.

These articles include Vivienne H. Ullrich's "A Feminist

Perspective on Famify Law," Katherine R. Allen and Robert S. Pickett's
"The Famify Life Course of Single Women," Franz Hollinger and Max
101
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Mailer's "Kinship and Social Networks in Modem Societies," Herbert C.
Covey's "Historical Terms Used to Describe Older People," John Knodel

and Etienne van de Walle's "Policy Implication of ^storical Fertility
Studies," Katherine Trent and Scott J. South's "What Determines Divorce

Rates" and David Levinson's "Family Violence in Cross-Cultural
Perspective." Other articles focus on specific aspects of family change in
given countries and include "Wife Battering in Canada" by Linda MacLeod,
"FamilyPolicy in the Soviet Union" by Salvatore Imbrogno, "Filial Piety and
Care of" the Old in Korea" by Kyu-taik Sung, and "A Scandinavian
Perspective on the Day-Care Dilemma" by Alan Wolfe.
The last part of the reader, "The Future of Family Life," examines
fundamental issues such as the future of childbearing and kinship, the
multitude of visions concerning demographic transition, love matches and
arranged marriages in China, changing preferences for privacy in developed
societies, frequency of contact with kin, social support provided by kin, nonkin and professional associations in modern societies, the ethnic and
religious factors in Israel, and gender relations in middle-class Kenyan
families. These articles may be viewed as a stimulus to additional reacling
on global famify change rather than as a conclusion to an international
reacier on family transformations.
From an instructional standpoint, the reader can be characterized
as one that is comprehendible for students and conceptually coherent and
practical for instructors.

Students will find the articles readable and

understandable, and instructors will be immediate^ attracted to the
"Discussion Questions," "Data CoUection Exercises," 'Writing Exercises,"
"Glossaiy," and list of "Suggested Readings" that follow each of the ten
sections. Although the reader could be used at various levels of instruction,
students in a smaller upper-level family course could benefit most. There
are a variety of discussion and data collection exercises that might provoke
hours of discussion~e.g.,"Whatcultural blinders prevented North Americans
from identifyingfamily violence as an important issue until the mid-1970's?"
In appraising the value of this reader, I believe that the team eflFort that

contributed to the "modest" attempt "to bridge the geographic, linguistic,
racial, and ethnic gaps" in family literature (p. ix) proved to be effective.
Although the state of the global family change literature is presently in an
embryonic stage of development, assiduous researchers in the sociology of
the family may soon attempt to mainstream international familyissues into
future texts and readers focusingon understanding the transformation of the
family institution.

102

Published by Open PRAIRIE: Open Public Research Access Institutional Repository and
13Inform

Great Plains Sociologist, Vol. 6 [1993], Art. 6

The Human Difference: Animals, Computers, and the Necessity of Social
Science by Alan Wolfe. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 1993.
260 pages. $30.00 cloth.
B. Diane Miller

University ofNorth Dakota
Alan Wolfe is a sociologist with an axe to grind and he makes no
apologies for it. He believes humanity is unique and deserves a unique
science to study it. Argued with the intensity and skill of a defense attorney
for the human species, Wolfe takes on sociobiology, artificial intelligence
research, ecology and post-modernism. The bibliography alone provides an
excellent reading list on any of these major topics.
Organized into seven chapters, the middle five were based on essays
previously published in academic journals. The first chapter, "A Distinct
Science for a Distinct Species," introduces the argument for social science
and outlines the format of the rest of the book.

The second chapter, "Other Animal Species and Us," argues that
sociobiology is limited in accuracy to analysis of pre-modem society. Here
Wolfe begins his argument that humans are unique in quality of mind
compared to other animals. His analysis of sociobiology's uses and limits is
excellent.

In the third chapter, "Mind, Self, Society, and the Computer," Wolfe
continues his argument on quality of mind as uniquely human, but circles
the philosophical and biological debate of how we define mind without

jumping into it. He is willingto forego this debate and rushes straight into
the contention that mind, "the existence of an interpretative self," is what
makes humanity unique (p. 75). He concludes this chapter with a summary
of his two main themes:

What research into AI (artificial intelligence) seems to
show is very similar to what sociobiology inadvertently
demonstrates: Both fields, originally perceived as a
challenge to the notion of a humanistic subject, strengthen
the notion that humans require a distinct science because
they are a distinct subject. And in looking at what makes
them distinct, sociobiology and artificial intelligence lead to
a similar conclusion: humans not onty add culture to
nature, as important as that is; they also add mind to
culture. One best appreciates the powers of imagination
and interpretation when confronted with a thinking
machine that possesses neither (p. 81).
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Chapter four, "Putting Nature First," picks up the analysis of the
ecologymovement in many of its permutations. It concludes that ecological
analysis has much to contribute to analysis of the environment,
but little to contribute to the understanding of the human species.
The title of the fifth chapter, "The Post-modem Void," telegraphs

Alan Wolfe's opinion of post-modem analysis,which he writes "supplies an
answer to the question of what a human society would look like in the
absence of interpreting selves" (p. 35).
Chapter six is "Social Science as a Way of Knowing." Here he
argues that sociological study has tended to divide into two "vastly different"
cultures: one relying on recent work in joumal articles and modeled on the
natural sciences; the other relying on books and modeled on the humanities.

He presents evidence that these distinctive academic cultures are arbitrary
and should be combined (p. 141). Wolfe also advocates methodological
pluralism as part of a unique science for a unique species.
The final chapter summarizes the previous arguments and evidence,
concluding that indeed the human species is unique and deserves and
demands to be studied with a unique science.
Having chosen sociology as my academic major, I thought I had
already placed my vote in Wolfe's camp. I was not sure at first who was an
appropriate audience for this book in spite of how well written it is. When
I got to the last chapter "Society on Its Own Terms," I knew that it is an
ideal capstone book for graduate studies in contemporary theory. It will
generate discussion. The analyses of contemporary theoretical thought are
accessible and well-documented.
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The Cultures of Work Organizations by Harrison M. Trice and Janice M.

Beyer. Englewood Cliffs, NJ, 1993. 510 pp. $34.00 cloth.
Janet Kelly Moen
University of North Dakota

If youTe lookingfor a comprehensive, authoritative,and interesting
textby two highly recognized authors in the fieldof organizationalbehavior,
this is it. This text covers multiple facets of organizational cultural and
subcultures, maintenance, and change. The stated goal is to integrate the
cultural approach with other approaches, thus providing a richer, more

insightful, and comprehensiveview of organizations than hasbeenpreviously
available. In the process, these authors have elevated the cultural
perspective from the status of "fad" to a potentially major theory of
organizations.

Interestingly, Tnce and Beyer delve into the "lost" historical
developmentof this theoreticalperspective (precedingthe delugeof popular
interest by management gurus in the early 1980's) regardingorganizational
culture. They place the origins of this line of thought with the classic
Hawthorne studies, and the work of W. Lloyd Warner. Warner later
established the work at the University of Chicago, and his students, including
William F. Whyte, did basic ethnographic study of the workplace in the
1940's. The technological appeal of computerized survey techniques
attracted researchers away from qualitative field methods for the next three
decades, allowing the cultural perspective to languish.

By the 1980s, disenchantment with quantitative techniques helped
fuel a renewal of interest in the cultural orientation. Popular books by
authors like Thomas Peters and Robert Waterman and William Ouchi went

a longwayto create a generalizedinterest in cultural explanations, giventhe
downturn in the U.S. economy, especially when compared to that of Japan.
The organizational culture perspective attracted new and global interest.
The rational-systems approach based on the Weberian bureaucratic
model was seriously questioned. It was augmented with the natural-^stems

approach, made possibleby the qualitativemethodologiesused to document
cultural variables. These developments have paved the way for a new
^thesis in organizational theory.
The text covers a number of topics in some depth. The history and

rationale for this approach are detailed from the perspective of insiders.
The substance of organizational cultures are described as ideologies.
Cultural forms are described as appearing in the ideologies which enter
organizationsfrom the levelsof transnational systems, nations, regions and
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communities, industries, occupations, and other organizations.

These

ideologies are abstractions, but the forms are the concrete manifestations

seen in symbols, language, narratives, and practices. These practices are
described in great detail in the third, and probably richest and most central
chapter of the text.

Organizational passages and cultural continuity are also described,
particularly with regard to rites of passage. A fascinating delineation is
provided of occupational subcultures and other subcultures in organizations,
to which many students should be able to relate. More importantly, this
phenomenon sets the stage for the conflict which is inevitable within
organizations.

These authors debunk the current trend of consultants and anafysts
to attempt to develop charismatic leadership in organizations. They also
include a fascinating and fresh look at the influence of the national culture
on organizations. Finally, they discuss the methods used to maintain
organizational cultures, and, more importantly, to create change in those
cultures.

If the text has a shortcoming, it is in the tenden<y to use a level of
analysis more suitable to the old rational-systems model, that of the
individual. The bureaucratic model has been championed by theorists who
assume that "management" can make a difi'erence, and that "leadership" is

what is needed to compete in the organizationalarena. The cultural systems
approach ought to focus on the relational nexus, using networks or groups
as the basic unit of analysis. Once this shift occurs, the potential will exist
for a trufy new theory of organizations.

This text is appropriate for upper level or graduate courses. It
could easilybe used by both sociologists and anthropologists. Management
and business courses would definitely profit from a text such as this, as
would public administration courses.
Because of the collective experience of the authors of The Culture

of Work Organizations, many intriguing examples are given to illustrate
concepts from American corporations and other organizations. However,
while the book is replete with examples, the end result is somewhat like
learning anatomy by dissecting dead tissue. It would be desirable to use this
text in conjunction with an ethnography of a particular organization or with
a reader such as Benjamin Schneider's Organizational Climate and Culture
(1990).

Another option would be the inclusion of individual or group
assignments of field work in a particular organizationalsetting. The use of
this text with a sustained inquiry into a specific organization should
guarantee a fascinating course in organizational culture. It should lay the
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groundwork for students to engage in their own organizational theorybuilding.
References

Schneider, Benjamin. 1990. Organizational Climate and Culture. San
Francisco: Jossey-Bass.

Emergent Issues in Education: Comparative Perspectives edited by Robert F.
Amove, Philip G. Altbach, and Gail P. Kelly. Albany: SUNY Press, 1992.
363 pages. NFL, paper.
George Nielson
Dakota Wesleyan University

This book of eighteen essays written in the early 1990s gives an overview
of the field of comparative education. It focuses on both historic and
recently emerging issues. These include: relationships of education to state,
culture, and economic systems; developing theory; educational expansion
and reform; private vs. public resources; administrative growth; autonomy
and accountability; equali^ and quali^; and centralization vs.
decentralization.

The editors

state the collection "is

an

accurate

representation of the state of the field" (p. 10) and that it "can be considered
a state of the art volume on the field of comparative education" (p. 3).
In the introduction the editors give a brief description of comparative
education as it has emerged from War II years to the present. "It remains
and is a looselybounded field which is held together by a fundamentalbelief
that education can be improved and can serve to bring about change for the
better in all nations" (p. 1). Its scholars have exhibited wide variety in their
approaches. Theoreticalty, they range from structuralism to Marxism.
Methodology has been diverse, including case, historical, ethnographical, and
statistical studies. Research includes comparative works across cultures as
well as studies done in single societies.
The book is divided into five parts. Part I, "Trends in Comparative
Education" consists of a single chapter by Gail Kelfy reviewing the debates
on theory, methodology and general issues over the past four decades. Kelly
sees the field as a loosefy defined amalgam of multidisciplinaiy studies.
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guided by various theoretical stances, as indicated by the wide range of
topics found in its repertoire: eg., "school finance, illiteracy among women,
textbook publishing practices, colonial schools in Malawi, academics, student

attitudes towards politics, and so forth." (p. 21). She suggests that this lack
of rigid definition gives the field a livelyviability.
The five chapters included in part II, "World Trends in Education,"
primarilylook at higher education worldwide. The increasingconvergence
of ideas and organization of education across countries are described.
Concern is raised over the undue influence Western nations have on the rest

of the world, especially the third-world societies. On the other hand, in

discussing recent changes in Eastern Europe, Kozmo warns that emphasis
on traditional institutions and national values may impede global unity.
Specific topics in Part II include compulsory schooling, patterns in higher
education, donor agencies (eg., the World Bank), third world educational
development,modernizationwithout westernization(eg., China),and recent
changes in Eastern Europe.

Part III, "Theoretical Frameworks," includes three chapters on the
conceptualizationof educationin regardto social equality, the economy, and
the state. Both optimistic and pessimistic views are expressed concerning
the possibility of education being a road to more equitable distribution of
wealth, especially in third-world countries. As economic theories are found
wanting, including the market economy notion, there is a call for cross-

disciplinaiy perspectives—social, cultural, and political—to give adequate
understanding to the interaction between education and the economy. As
an example, we are shown how conceptions of the state shape our
interpretation of the educational tystem and its problems.
Part IV, "Contemporary Reform Movements and Emergent Issues," has
six articles dealing with such issues as public vs. private education,

centralizationvs. decentralization,equality, andautonomy vs. accountability.
Data from the U.S.,Latin America and Europe suggest governance, localor
centralized, should be evaluated in accordance with how much it allows the

people to participate in decisionson educational matters. Using data from
India, the advisability of opting for more private rather public schools is

questioned. The national secondary school exit examinations in eight
countries are compared. (The varying examination procedures used
impressed upon the reviewer how much students are at the mercy of the
system.) Usingfive dimensions of professionalism, one study compares the
United Kingdom and the U.S. on the status and role of teachers. Another
chapter compares methods of educational reforms in the same two countries.

The last articleproposes that the conditionsfacilitating idealreforms include
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decentralized approaches, including the empowerment of teachers, students,
and parents.
Part V, "Assessing the Outcomes of Reforms," addresses the results of
reforms, with special emphasis on women's education and literacy
campaigns. One writer anatyzes reform effects of the various International
Evaluation of Educational Achievement studies on equality of opportunity,
student achievement, school resources and methods of instruction on

learning. Review of data from many countries indicates women's advance
in education has not been accompanied with a comparable gain in such
outcomes as jobs and income. The last chapter is a comparative and
historical review of literacy programs in a number of countries. A point of
interest in the conclusion is that though literacy is usually thought of as
potentialty empowering people; it is never politically neutral.
I recommend this book as an important resource for graduate and upper
undergraduate students in education and sociology of education, and for
teachers and administrators. The topic is relevant; improving educational
organization and practice is of recurring interest locally and nationally.
Comparative research may furnish fresh insights for thought and action in
the educational arena. I would strongly encourage more cross-cultural
research, including critiques, by all levels of educational personnel. Some
suggested areas could include: student-teacher and administrator-teacher
relationships, classroom procedures, pedagogical vs. content requirements
in teacher education, extra-curricular programs, and student grading
(evaluation) philosophy and the effects thereof. I would like to see another
edition of a book like this come out soon.

N

\
\

\

109

https://openprairie.sdstate.edu/greatplainssociologist/vol6/iss1/6

20

et al.: Book Reviews

Social Stratification and Socioeconomic Inequality, Volume 1:A Comparative
Biosocial Analysis edited by Lee Ellis. Westport, CT: Praeger, 1993. NPL.
Jack Niemonen

University of South Dakota
Edited collections are often difficult to summarize and evaluate.

This volume, consistingof three chapters by Ellis and five more chapters by
other authors, is no exception. Although the title promises "a comparative
biosocial analysis" (my emphasis), the volume does not explicitly integrate
topics as diverse as polygyny in the first six civilizations, traditional Arab
culture, and contemporary differences
between the sexes. Ellis constructs the foundation for a biosocial theory of
stratification, but leaves it to the reader to figure out why these topics are
relevant to it.

When the eight chapters are considered together, four major
premises emergethat appearto definethe theory. First, humansocial status
and animal dominance are essentially the same phenomena-a conclusion
reached from observations that animals and children establish hierarchies in

similar ways (pp. 28-29). Both concepts are definedin terms of access to,
and control over, scarce resources (pp. 2, 9, 27). However, humans have
acquiredlanguage capacities and command a greater diversity of resources.
As linguistic communication becomes more complex, stratification in the
form of social status "overshadows" stratification in the form of dominance

(pp. 27,30-31). Linguistic communication does not allow humansto escape
animal tendencies to form social hierarchies; it enables them to "elaborate

on" those tendencies (p. 29).
Second, the universal tendency for humans to compete for social

status evolvedfrom primate tendencies to compete for dominance (p. 94).
This feature—more exaggerated in men than in women—is called social
dominance orientation, or SDO, denoting a preference for hierarchical
arrangements (pp. Ill, 113) with roots in matingstrategiesof the past (p.

112). Mating strategies and their "evolved consequences" influence
significantly the sexual, ethnic (read: racial), and political structures of
contemporary societies (p. 136). SDO also is hypothesized to play a role in

career selection. Inother wori, occupational choice isrelated to biological
differences between the sexes (pp. 136,146) and possibly the races (see pp.
163,166,172).

Third, life evolvedto reproduce; men evolved to compete for what

they had to have to reproduce—women (pp. 37, 54,73-74). Tliis premise is
usedto explain men'sapparently greater"appetite" for sexualvariety andfor
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the "extreme dichotomy" in the rates of sexual promiscuity of homosexual

men compared to lesbian women (e.g., see p. 54)~although one of the
authors, Laura Betzig(Chapter3), ispuzzled as to why women's promiscuity
rates vary from society to society. She suggests that the variance results
from men's variableabilitiesto provide (p. 57). (In contrast, microstnictural

approaches in sociology argue that these phenomena can be explained in
simpler terms without resorting to genetic predispositions. For example,
differences in rates of promiscuity can be explained in terms of opportunity
structures and culturally-specific norms governing gender relationships.)
According to biosocial theory, sex differences instatusare explained
to some extent by "neurohormonal factors" as well (p. 139). Sexdifferences
in hormone levels may have subtle, but pervasive, effects on "behavioral
tendencies and preferences, which in turn affect social
stratification" (pp. 153, 157). Katharine Hoyenga, who argues this position
in Chapter 7, does not state categorically that hormones cause changes in
behavior, or that sex differences in status must be due to sex differences in
hormones. She acknowledges the role of socialization, the difficulty of
sortingout complex interactioneffects betweenhormones and environment,
and the problematic nature of cause and effect relationships (pp. 153,
156-57, 161).

Fourth, genetically-influencedintergenerationalassociations are not
limited to sexual behaviors (p. 162). For example, parents' and children's
income and wealth are positively correlated, and these correlations are due
at least in part to geneticfactors (pp. 104,107, 160-61). This work carries
an economisticbias apparent in the conclusion to Chapter 5, written by Jere
R. Behrman and Paul Taubman: "genetic influences do not mean that we
cannot or should not continue to undertake steps to redistributeincome, but

they do mean that steps to reduce this source of inequality may reduce
economic efficiency"
107). In Chapter 8, Ellis concludes that inequality
in the distribution of resources becomes increasingly probable if individuals

comprising a societyare geneticallydiverseand unrelated to one another (p.
173).

Despite numerous caveats throughout the text, Ellis asserts that
biosocialtheory has greater predictive power and scope than functionalist
or conflict theories of stratification (pp. 174-75). Then, he identifies a set

of theoretical predictions derived from biosocial theory. Although this
theory has a prima facie reasonableness and although research on the role
of geneticsin stratificationprocesses is suggestive, the case made in Volume
1 of Social Stratification and Socioeconomic Inequality will not convince
skepticsor critics. For example,virtually all of the predictions that appear
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on pages 169-72 can be explained without resorting to genetic
predispositions or neurohormonal factors, as the extensive
literatures in microsociology and macrosociology have demonstrated. As
constructed in this text, biosocial theory cannot be falsified on empirical

grounds—evidenced by the extensive use of qualifiers. Among others, I
noted the following: "probabty," "probably would," "probably paid off
genetically," "seems likely," "were likely," "might be," "might have been,"
"might not be," "appears that," "believe that," "can produce," "could have
been,""appear disposed toward," "may have led to," and "perhaps it is." In
brief, biosocialtheory seems long on speculation and short on proof.
Another controversy centers on the use of social dominance theory

to explainwhy inter-ethnic (read: inter-racial) marriages are rare. In the
text, "ethnic" and "racial" are used interchangeabty (and incorrectly, I

think)—possibly because Ellis wishes to avoid the racist implications that
emerge from his theory. In Chapter 6, Felicia Pratto, Jim Sidanius, and Lisa
M. Stallworth propose that a genetically- influenceddesire for a high-status
mate drives mate preference (p. 131). Ellis builds on this
observation by suggesting that blacks have the lowest status of all racial
groups because they are the most "r-selected" and "antisocial" (p. 172).
Compared to other groups, those who are r-selected reproduce earlier in
their lives, exhibit less cooperative parenting behavior, and have shorter life
expectancies. Those who are antisocialare less likelyto engage in altruistic
behaviors and more likelyto commit property crimes and violent crimes (see
pp. 159 ff.) Since genetic factors presumably play a part in these racial

variations ^p. 166,172), the implication is that racial hierarchies reproduce
themselves (see pp. 172-73). In other words, those groups who are most
K-selected (which implies a heavy investment in a few offspring and a
long-termgoal orientation; see pp. 163-64,172-74) and prosocialapparently
will avoid marrying those who are most r-selected and antisocial.
Ellis says that this theory is not racist because it does not claim that one
race is inherently superior to others (p. 166). However, I do not think that
this position is defensible. First, biosocialtheory slights
the rich diversitythat existswithin, as well as between, racial groupings. The
complex black social class structure in the United States, for example, is

ignored because Ellis minimizes the significance of the concept of social
class before the fact (see p. 7). lb describe an entire racial grouping as
"r-selected" and "antisocial" in the face of this rich diversity is to stereotype.

Second, the prosociality-antisocialitycontinuum is not free of value
judgments. The concepts constitute by definition a set of socially
constructed, historically specific evaluations; in other words, they say that
altruism is preferable to crime because altruism is "an essential glue for
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holding societies together" (p. 172). Biosocialtheory clearly implies that
blacks are predisposed geneticalty to commit crimes at rates higher than
whites and that crimes, in turn, unravel the social fabric. Few sociologists

would acceptthese statementsat facevalue, andwithgood reason—although
space limitations preclude explaining why.
Third, Ellis is troubled by a lack of agreement among sociologists
as to what constitutes a social class and where to draw the dividing lines.

He eventualfy concludes that the United States has a "classless form of
stratification" (p. 7). (I would argue that whether or not sociologists agree
on a definition of the concept of social class, the concept is real in its
consequences, as an extensive body of scholarship has demonstrated.) My
point is that if class lines are difficult to draw, racial lines must be even
more so. However, rather than discard the concept of race as he did social
class, Ellis reifies race. Biosocial theory cannot have it both ways.
In fact, the concept of race has no scientific validity. The use of
race in biosocial theory reflects back the phenomenal world, reproducing

everyday conceptions of that world. It masks how racial categories are
constructed historically. Recent research has shown that racial classifications
are not constant. They acquire meanings relative to specificsocio-historical
contexts; define inclusion and exclusion; minimize or exaggerate racial and
ethnic differences, often on the basis of political expediency; and vary

cross-nationally, reflected in the fact that diff^erent countries have difl^erent
^stems of racial classification. In short, race is a form of discourse and
practice that can be harnessed to different political projects.
Although sufficient evidence exists to make a case for a biosocial

perspective on stratification, this volume will convince few sociologists that
it surpasses current work in the field. As biosocial theory appears in this
volume, it is replete with qualifiers,difficult to falsify on empiricalgrounds,
conceptualty problematic, reductionist (sociopolitical attitudes are assumed
also to be geneticallyinfluenced; see p. 169), and—in terms of some of its
implications—possibly racist. On those grounds alone, biosocialtheory is not
likely to win over many sociologists.
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The Socioeconomics of Sustainable Agriculture: An Annotated Bibliography
edited by Gary A. Goreham, David L. Watt, and Roy M. Jacobsen. New
York & London: Garland Publishing, Inc., 1992. 334 pages.
Curtis W. Stoflferahn

University of North Dakota

[Note: Bibliographies do not lend themselves to effective review, and GPS
does not usually include them. However, an exception was made in this case
because the first author is part of the Association. My thanks to Curt
Stofferahn for undertaking the review. —RT (ed)]

This annotated bibliography is a welcome addition to the rapidly
burgeoning literature on sustainable agriculture; a research topic that has
only emerged within the last decade although its precursors in organic and
alternative farming have existed since the 1970s. Because the topic is
relatively new and many disparate disciplines—agriculturaleconomics, rural
sociology, agronomy, animal science, environmental sciences, and
philosophy—involving both academic and nonacademic researchers have
studied it, any compilation that brings together this widely scattered
literature is greatly appreciated. But like any annotated bibliography of a
emerging field of study, it will suffer from decisions about topics to be
included and the lack of knowledge of some fugitive literature.
This bibliography includes publications written between 1975 and
1990 about the socioeconomic impacts of sustainable agriculture on farms,
farm families,communities, and the national agricultural production system.
The approach taken to gather these references involvedcollectingbooks and
book chapters, journal and periodical articles, federal and state government
documents, conference proceedings, and university technical reports
available from libraries. Groups or individuals involved in sustainable
agriculture were also contacted for additional references. From the articles
received, the editors examined the references for other articles related to

sustainable agriculture.

The editors organized the annotated bibliography into three
sections: books and book chapters; journal and periodical articles; and
federal and state government publications, university research reports, and
miscellaneous publications. Within each section the references are
organized alphabetically by author and date of publication. After organizing
the references into these sections, the editors state in the introduction that

five themes emerged from their examination of the literature: definitions

of sustainable agriculture, the means by which farmers may be considered
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sustainable, factors leading to the adoption of sustainable practices, the

impacts of sustainable agriculture, and the level of analysis. They provide
a cursory discussion of these five themes and their associated subthemes.
While the editors' method of categorizing the references is
convenient, it is not particularly helpful. After reading the introduction, I
wished that they had organized the bibliography by these thematic areas
rather than by type of publication. If a researcheris interested in learning
more about how, for instance, sustainable agriculture is defined, s/he has to

refer to the index for appropriate references. The editors' approach does
not provide the kind of continuity that a thematic approach would have
provided.

I was also disappointed that the editors did not includesome of the
most significant researchon sustainable agriculture that has been conducted
by Riley Dunlap and CurtisBeus at Washington State University. Beusand
Dunlap (1990, 1991, 1992) argue that sustainable agriculture involves a
paradigmatic change in agricultural production philosophy. Unfortunately,
this research was not yet published when this bibliography went to the
publisher. Except for references to Wendell Beny, this issue is not
addressed in the editors' discussion of the major themes that seem to
pervade the literature.

Although the editors include references to philosophy in the index
and mention that the definitions and impacts of sustainable agriculture are

largerthan the farmtystemitself,the majority of the bibliography dealswith
the more narrowfy technical dimensions of sustainable agriculture. The
editors should not be criticized too much, however, for not addressing the

philosophical issues because, other than Berry, these issues were not
addressed prior to Dunlap and Beus.
References
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Japanese Social Organization edited by Takie Sugiyama Lebra. Honolulu:
University of Hawaii Press, 1992. 236 pp. NFL.
Sue T Wika

South Dakota State University

Japanese Social Organization is a collection of insightful papers
which serves as a signal to the reader that one ought not to fall into the
error of thinking of contemporary Japan as invariant, homogeneous, and
static. The focus of the volume is on Japan's social-organizationalfeatures
which are elusive to or hidden from outsiders. The essays, penned by
Japanese scholars, report research of a fantastic variety, some touching on
familiar topics presented in a new light. The essays address how social
organizations are constructed, reproduced, managed, disrupted, or
transformed.

In the Introduction, Lebra states that a key to Japan's economic
success lies in its human resources. He argues that the human capital of
Japan is not inherent in individual qualities such as "workaholism" or
perseverance, but rather that it is a product of the social arrangement of
people that releases or inhibits their motivations, energy, and capacities.
The orientation toward social focus in the volume is twofold. First,

social organization is viewed from the standpoint of a system of symbols that
are circulated by its constituents. Second, social reality is added to the
equation in order to balance it. Thus, social relations are embodied by
human beings whose existence and actions inevitably depend on symbol
processing.
In addition to illuminatingthe balance between cultural symbols and
social reality, the volume highlights space-time boundaries. The concept of
zoning is explored in the essays at different spatial levels.
In Chapter 1, Theodore Bestor describes a densely populated
neighborhood in Tokyo in association with its symbolic center, the local
shrine, with spatial boundaries from adjacent neighborhoods. Chapter 2,
written by Lebra, explores the spatial representation of hierarchy through
the residential lifestyle of the modem aristocracy. The crux of this chapter
lies in the design of the domestic space as symbolic of the intrahousehold
hierarchy.
In Chapter 3, Mary Brinton takes the time boundary as the central
organizing frame. Brinton focuses on women's life course in Japan through
taking time-relevant key concepts to characterize life transitions that involve
entering or leaving social institutions.
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The author of Chapter 4, Diana Bethel, conducted participantobservationwith residents of a municipalhome for the elderlyin Hokkaido.
She observed that contiguity, distance, and boundary are created spatially

and architecturally within the home or in the home's relation to the world
outside. These matters then enter the mental construction of social units.
Internationalization is examined in Chapter 5, written by Tbmoko

Hamada. Hamada examines transplanted overseas companies and overseas

assignees. The transplanted company is still part of the centrifugal spread
of the head company; however the overseas assignee may become
marginalized, essentially beingforgotten in the foreign land. The person's
career, subject to the authority of the top level of the company, is
demoralizingly unpredictable.

Lifestage in conjunction with spatialboundaries is touched uponin
Chapter 6. Jennifer Robertson discusses the Takarazuka Revue, an allfemale theater often regarded as the female counterpart of the all-male
Kabuki. Sex segregation is enforced upon the Takarazuka women, and
hence they are categorized as heterosexually inexperiencedfemales between
puberty and marriage.
Only after retirement can they become
heterosexually involved. Robertson examines how the extreme sexual
control of the theater is counteracted by actors and fans forming lesbian
alliances.

The final chapter, by PatriciaSteinhoff, reports on researchon the
United Red Army. She reconstructs the group's organizationalprocess and
shows how it leads toward the group's self-destruction. This is attributed to
manifold interactions between pan-human social ptychology and group
dynamics, the particular collective and individual histories, and Japanese
culture.

Japanese Social Organization is well written and thus accessible to
student and professional alike. For the educator, the book can strengthen
presentations by providing in-depth, interesting examples. It also could be
an excellent reader for an undergraduate- or graduate-level course in social

organization. For the student, the essays could provide support to an
international studies or sociology program. For the general reader, the

essays provide interestingglimpses of a society to which the United States
often finds itself eye-to-eye, but of which it has a limited understanding.
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The "New Woman" Revised:Painting and Gender Politics on Fourteenth Street
by Ellen Wiley Tbdd. Berkeley: University of California Press, 1993. 424
pages. Hardcover. NFL.
Elizabeth Evenson Williams

South Dakota State University

Ellen Wiley Tbdd brings the perspectives of art history, American
studies and women's studies to this examination of four American Realist

"easel painters" whose work depicted the public lives of women in
Manhattan's Fourteenth Street-Union Square District in the years between
the world wars. Sociologists especially can appreciatethe broad perspectives
offered in this richly illustrated book.
This area of Manhattan was a center for commercial, cultural, and

political activities, and the examination of four urban realist painters ~
Kenneth Hayes Miller, Reginald Marsh, Raphael Soyer, and Isabel Bishopprovides some interestingyardsticks by which to assess that era between the
wars. All four painted imagesof modern "newwomen"—shoppers, officeand
store workers, and consumers of mass culture: in short, women in "public"
as opposed to women in the "private" roles of their homes. It was new for
painters to depict shoppers and working women, the author says. Todd sees
the representations of women of the Fourteenth Street School as "both
participating in the larger discourse on the new womanhood, and, for the
most part, affirming traditional ideologies of domesticity, heterosexuality,
femininity, and motherhood." In viewing the work of the four painters as
"texts,"Todd, an associate professor at George Mason University, transcends
looking at their work as just "discrete objects of value."
Before discussing each artist in his or her own chapter, the author
discusses the "new woman" in broad historical and cultural terms, and

presents a detailed study of the New York City neighborhood in which the
artists worked, including maps of artists' residences, commercial sites, and
monuments.

Miller was the most conservative of the four painters, and Soyer the
most politically motivated, associated with the New Left and John Reed
clubs. In Miller's work, the author sees "a means to personal autonomy, a
reaffirmation of his masculinity, and an affirmation of the centrality of the
male artist in American society."
The only woman in the group of four, Isabel Bishop, chose
"individual over collective achievement, not being a part of the women's
movement or of women-centered organizations."
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Yet as disparate as the four painters were, both in their personal
lives and their artistic representations, they all painted women who played
roles in Fourteenth Street life. That neighborhood was "the stage for some

of the larger social changes reshaping American urban life—the sexual
revolution, the increasingly restless pace of 20th century work and leisure,
the development of mass culture, and the economic collapse." As Tbdd
observes, the "artists selectivelyrepresented the life they saw around them,
exploring changes in women's activities and shifting idealsof womanhood."
Because of their art, the author contends that the four participated,

"deliberately or inadvertentfy,through their paintings,in the construction of
gender identities of the period."
Interestingly, the women in all four artists' works are curved, even

fuU-figured, in contrast to the very thin womanly ideal more characteristic
of the mass media in the 1980s and 1990s. Miller's subjects were "matronly"

shoppers, whileMarsh's represented the "voluptuous shopper,"(closely akin
to the "move Siren," Tbdd contends). Todd sees in Marsh's paintings "part
of the larger dialogue about individualand group behaviorin the 1930s that
took place in the social sciences, in advertising, and in the forms of urban
realism that address a concern for the 'common man.'"

New Left painter Soyer depicted "weary shopgirls," in the author's
assessment, and in so doing, "took up contemporary social issues." The
shopgirl was new as a subject of American art, and Soyer shows her as

"alienated from her worl^lace, from her class, and from traditional
mainstream beliefs about the role of her gender."

Bishop's subjects were "deferential office girls," whom the artist viewed
as "self-sufficient individuals in a subtly shifting environment, rather than as
sexual stereotypes." Todd sees Isabel Bishop as essentially optimistic in her

belief that her subjects "could transcend the limitations of class, sex, and
occupation."

In her conclusion, Todd places the paintings of these four artists, "in
the larger realist canon of more widely seen murals and prints in the
Depression." She also contends that "the pictures share with other
representations the tasks of understanding and shaping femininity for a
larger audience." In short, "they belong to a broader 'regime of
representation' that produces gendered identities at a given historical
juncture." At the same time the paintings can be read in the contextof the
relationship between art and politics, the fact that the women depicted "are
also subjects of aesthetic 'contemplation,' mutes the political impact of the
works."

Todd's anatysisis richfydocumented and illustrated (with eight color
plates along with numerous black and white photos), and certainlyprovides
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an interesting and challenging view about the painters and their works. But
any time one sees cultural critics-whether literaiy, artistic, musical, or
whatever— seeking to ascribe deep motives to artists who may simply have
been painting subjects around them, one tends to wonder how far such
criticismshould be carried. Sometimes, one suspects, an author or painter
might be highlysurprised to read what critics fiftyyears later say about their
works!

On the whole, however, Todd's case is carefully drawn and
documented as she assesses the four artists through their paintings,keeping
"in play the multiplicity of debates about women and the contradictory
experience and representation of 'new women' and a 'new womanhood'
between the wars."
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